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Abstract

This paper outlines the history of DAB within IAMS and analyses its attempt to develop an internationally accepted bibliographical database for the sharing of resources for mission studies. If the DAB project reflected the cultural assumptions of the era, and was ultimately not feasible within the resources of IAMS, the attempt highlighted the difficulties mission studies continues to have in defining the centre and boundaries of the discipline and the terms by which missiologically relevant material should be identified and catalogued. If it is accepted that a broad vision of the scope of God’s mission, the calling of the church and the interests of mission studies means that this is the nature of the case, it also highlights the importance of having a view of the epistemology of mission which engages with this dynamic. 
Documentation and Archives will continue to generate material in the language of its contexts and Bibliographies and other finding aids will utilize information technology to ensure that the practitioners and theoreticians of mission have access to the empirical evidence of Christian mission. As such it must remain close to what the discipline understands itself to be about.
Beginnings

As Gerald Anderson has indicated in his forthcoming history of IAMS, the origins of the Documentation Archives and Bibliography (DAB) mission workgroup lie in the prehistory of IAMS itself. The vision of Professor Olav Myklebust Director of the Egede Institute in Oslo was for an institute or association that would be scientific and scholarly in its discussions and publications. This carried within it the requirement to locate and identify the data without with such study could not take place. The study of mission was about the empirical life of the church not just its theological justification and self-understanding. 
After frustrations and false starts, meetings were held at Selly Oak in 1968 and Oslo in 1970. IAMS was not to be launched until the next gathering, held in Driebergen in 1972, but already in Oslo Andrew Walls and others had raised concerns about bibliographical, documentation and information services and the need for research questionnaire to better determine what was known about existing instrumens studiorum for mission studies. If mission was to be studied, and studied seriously and scientifically, then it was necessary to have documented sources. It was also necessary to know what sources were relevant to mission studies. As it was to prove although it was not self-evident where the boundaries of either discipline or sources might lie, it would be in principle easier to see where its center and central concerns could be found – in the mission church history of non-Western Christianity. At Driebergen a working group on bibliography and documentation recommended that it continue to develop a comprehensive ecumenical bibliography following standard classifications. In the years following the Lausanne Conference of 1974 pioneered the use of computer databases to process statistical data and information about Christianity around the globe. Technology was starting to offer attractive solutions which needed to be explored.
Rome 1980
In 1980 an IAMS Working Party on Mission Studies and Information Management met in Rome and issued a Statement on Missionary and Church Archives. This made a call to the churches of the West and of the Third World to preserve, organize and make available their oral and written archives and to co-operate in partnership in this task. A call was also made to the IAMS itself

To co-ordinate surveys in Third World countries in order to determine the location and extent of present Mission or Church archival collections. ... to prepare an international directory of missionary archives already collected, organized and available for use.

It also recommended investigation into microform technology and asked for the preparation of a handbook on "appropriate technology and procedures for local Church Archives in the Third World." 

The chairman was Andrew Walls and others involved included Paul Jenkins of the Basel Mission and Stephen Peterson of the Day Missions Library at Yale.
 The group had discussed a number of bibliographical projects and the need for and the problems of co-ordination. Duplication of analysis needed to be avoided, but agreed standards were essential. "One centre gave 3 key-words and another 61 to the same article."

It is part of the lore of DAB that the papers from the Rome Conference were microfiched to ensure their preservation and dissemination using the best available technology except that nobody knew what had happened to the microfiche! They were in fact handed down through successive conveners including Paul Jenkins, Norman Thomas and John Roxborogh and will be placed in the IAMS archives at Yale Divinity School. In 2004 they were reprinted conventionally by Yvonne Wilkie the archivist of the Presbyterian Church of Aotearoa New Zealand and are again available. They are a comprehensive set of documents of the state of mission archives at the time.

Bangalore 1982

The next meeting of the IAMS was in Bangalore, India, in January 1982. The DAB meeting called for sponsorship of 20 Third World documentation centers, but the practical difficulties meant the proposal could not pass even the core group of the DAB.

These issues were conceptual as well as financial. Was DAB another funding agency, or was the greatest contribution it could bring that of its networking facility? Looking back after the following conference Paul Jenkins noted "we are in the business of raising consciousness, raising awareness."

In December 1983 it was reported
 that DAB continued to be "an important concern" of IAMS. Stephen Peterson and David Bosch had visited the Religion Index offices of the American Theological Library Association in Chicago the previous June. They looked at the Religion Index Thesaurus and its suitability for missiology, the development of computerization and the possibility of receiving some assistance. There was a general willingness to co-operate on both sides. Bosch and Peterson recommended exploring "a Missiological data base within the services and programs of the Religion Index." It was envisaged that the data base "would receive indexing input from several world wide centers of mission study and documentation. The data base could be used for specialized bibliographies, customized literature searches and printed bibliographical tools."

At this point the benefits of relating to a known base were apparent, but there was also the desire to extend it. It was hoped that this relationship would avoid the need for getting involved in computer programming and writing a new thesaurus. However the increase in complexity with the expansion of the base might make such involvement inevitable.

On July 7, 1983 the IAMS executive agreed to fund these explorations and asked for a report at the forthcoming Harare meeting. The DAB group were also asked to organize a session which would discuss the "particular problems and challenges of DAB issues in an African context" as had been done in Bangalore for the Indian context in 1982.

Harare 1985

The Harare meeting of IAMS was held in January. Paul Jenkins reported
 on the tension between the high hopes of Rome 1980 and the realities of what could be achieved. DAB was "a network; a good network" but it had no finance. A handbook for archives had been produced
 and information was available to assist the practicalities of microfilming and other microform media. A computer network was being developed. The problems of archives without air conditioners had not been addressed and the bibliography project was delayed. The Core Group now consisted of Paul Jenkins, Willi Henkel, Sigvard von Sicard and Leny Lagerwerf with Stephen Peterson, Gerald Anderson and Andrew Walls in the wings.


Archives

The DAB program included papers on "Archives and the re-orientation of African Church History," reports on the archives of the Methodist Church of Zimbabwe, the United Methodists, Catholics and Evangelical Lutherans. A morning was spent at the Zimbabwe National Archives and time spent discussing the work of two oral history programmes.


Bibliography

In terms of actual progress on bibliography. The Institute of Missiology in Aachen (Thomas Kramm) were going ahead with their own programme and thesaurus and that of CEDIM (Prof Joseph Levesque) had reached its third revision. Stephen Peterson made some proposals
:


1. A central bibliographic data base for mission documentation. Centers would report accessions using a standard bibliographical format, but would be allowed to use their own subject descriptors.


2. A distribution program, both bibliographical and of individual items.


3. Identify centers and people interested.


4. Identify possible data bases such as Religion Index One and Two.


5. A pilot project and evaluation.

Discussion brought a number of issues to light:

1. Who would the users be? Could students, for example, cope with the amount of data generated?
2. What would the boundaries be? Mission should not be narrowly conceived, but it had to be defined. The literature of relevance to the missiological quest was wide indeed.

3. Concern for stewardship meant concern for duplication. 

4. How could information be delivered from the centre to the contributors?

David Bosch and Stephen Peterson were asked to report on these matters and others by June 1985. Who was the intended end-user? What were the costs likely to be? What should be the relationship to ATLA? An important question was "while the time-saving of coordinated analysis looks attractive, is this practicable in view of the different interests of the different centers and in view of the deeper problems of translating key-words from one language to another."
 
It was becoming clear that the changing face of the computer industry and the increased experience of members with them were altering the possibility of what might be within reach. If there was to be the electronic exchange of information between centers, then common standards had to be formulated. Yet already there were separate developments in France, Germany and the United States. One decision could be made. People agreed to co-operate with Pitt Theological Library of Emory University, Atlanta on the production of a bibliography of all mission and church related periodicals published in Africa.


Documentation

General discussion revealed two main approaches illustrated by the distribution of documentation by Harold Turner's microfiche collection (an example of the First World returning their history and identity to the Third World in an economically feasible way) and the production of the Year Book on Race Relations in South Africa (documentation on a specific issue). Both had their relevance. Tissa Balasurya was sorry for Westerners about to be drowned in their own technology and a call was made for the development of documentation centers.

Paris 1987

In January 1987 a DAB workshop on co-operation in missiological indexing was held in Paris at the request of the IAMS executive
. Institutions and publications represented included the American Society for Missiology (Norman Thomas), ATLA (A Hurd), Bibliografia Missionaria, (Willi Henkel), Centre du Recherche Théologique Missionaire (J Levesque, E Bernard), Centre for the Study of Islam (S von Sicard), Maryknoll China Project (Sue Perry), IIMO (L Lagerwerf), International Review of Mission (Andrew Walls), MISSIO Aachen (M Nienhaus), Missio Munich (W Kaminsky) and Missionalia (D Bosch). M Ngindu and K Tshimanga came from Kinshasa, M Pereira from Colombo, B Anderson from the Heras Institute in Bombay and E Bierzychudek from Buenos Aires.

By any standards this was a substantial gathering with expert input on what was involved in building a thesaurus. The recommendations included:


1. IRM and ATLA were to co-operate in the production of a Union list of periodicals of missiological interest.


2. Computer station expectations were set at IBM PC-AT with dBase III+.


3. A group was to design a common format for the exchange of data.


4. Charles Monsch was to prepare a preliminary report on a projected missiological macro thesaurus. A Macro thesaurus being a selection of key-words designed to facilitate co-operation among centers using different thesauri including those in different languages.


5. International Review of Mission and Bibliografia Missionaria to work on the harmonisation of their indexing practices.


6. A team was to look at the problems of computers in the tropics.


7. A request was made to the IAMS executive to respond to the issues raised for missiology by video and audio tape media.

Discussion revealed that while co-operation was a good thing, diversity could also be a benefit. This has the appearance of the virtue of necessity. Certainly each centre had its strengths, personalities, areas of interest and expertise. Awareness of the profile of each institution was important. Bilateral co-operation seemed easier and more spontaneous than multi-lateral agreement of any depth. Computerisation was resulting in a trend not only of compatibility in some directions, but of incompatibility in others. MISSIO Aachen is better placed for providing information to others, than inputting it from other formats. ATLA is willing to receive information in its format and will help with software, but is not in a position to key in other people's data. 

It was sensed that computerisation was becoming a Third World phenomenon and not just a First World one. Wider questions of politics and power were also discussed. 

Useful learning obviously took place on what was involved in building and maintaining a thesaurus, but the boundaries of the whole enterprise also seemed on the move. The group saw itself as "people building up data-bases." The need was felt that their work must bring "grey" missiological literature into that used for mission studies, and it must also facilitate finding what was relevant in the literature of other disciplines.
 The group was aware of a sense of inadequacy, of time, resources and progress - a product of the nature of the exercise and the necessary confessional and geographic diversity of the participants. Underlying issues were the differences in the systems being developed by different centers in different languages and whether these could or should be resolved. Was the task about finding a unified system or about learning from one another’s experience?
Rome 1988

The following year a wider DAB forum met in conjunction with the IAMS conference in Rome. Threads of earlier conversations and resolutions came to light. Cohesion and unity in a combined project were as elusive as ever and the significance of the differences unresolved. Norman Thomas presented a paper on tape media
. Paul Jenkins and John Pobee addressed oral history and archives. Jenkins reported that the 1980 statement had been "widely quoted - it even found its way into one or two social science periodicals" yet as far as oral history was concerned the call of that statement had been more honored in the breach than the observance. As far as Archives was concerned there was little to show, and his was more a sermon (lament?) than a report.

A working Group on Cataloguing Format met before the conference and produced a number of recommendations which shaped the work of the DAB group since Rome. Those on hardware and software were important if unexceptional; though it was hard to appreciate how rapidly standard expectations for both were changing. At the time it seemed that an “AT” PC with DOS 3.2 operating system, memory of 512Kb RAM, and the database software, dBase III+ was a reasonable common platform, yet it was becoming rapidly obsolete.
It was expected that different centers would continue to design their own structure of fields of information in the data-base they used. In terms of the size, number and naming of fields, specifications were given with a suggested essential format and an optimum, reflecting the need to be conscious of the amount of data being created. The essential format specified 32 fields of information and the optimum format, 54. 

IAMS DAB undertook to produce software in both essential and optimum formats for use in mission bibliographies. Centers would input their own data using one of these standard formats. The idea would be that these would be sent in to a central location and compiled and then redistributed to members.

At the Rome meeting Paul Jenkins retired as chairman and the position was taken up by Norman Thomas. 

From Rome to Hawaii 1992
In March 1990 Patrick Lambe, then Librarian at the Selly Oak Central Library spent three weeks in the United States systematically visiting many who had been associated with DAB at various stages including Norman Thomas, Gerald Anderson at OMSC, Steve Peterson at Yale, and Doug Geyer at ATLA. Although reporting from the concerns of the Selly Oak Central Library, he had DAB issues very much in mind in his discussions. There was a market in the United States for database information produced elsewhere provided it was in a format which could be transferred.
 Was this a market of relevance to IAMS?
A meeting of the DAB Group on bibliography held 10 - 13 July 1990 in Basle resolved to go ahead with the essential and optimum format for dBase III or IV in such a way that the information would be exchangeable with international MARC standard bibliographical records. By now the possibility of Compact Disk as the medium of publication was on the horizon. A difference from Rome was that now IAMS was itself developing software which it would offer as "run-time" versions, rather than formulating standards which it hoped others would adhere to in their software development.

As time went on the goal for producing this was set as the next international conference of IAMS in Hawaii in August 1992. A further meeting of the DAB Group met at Selly Oak in December 1990 [?October 1-5]. There had been progress with a macro thesaurus and with the software. The programming had been begun by Christian Deutsche at Rome and continued by Richard and Sue Fairhead in Birmingham. IAMS was concerned about the financial implications and efforts were coordinated to raise funds for the project. It became clear that ATLA developments were of an independent network, but the implications of that for IAMS were not obvious.
Early in 1991 Patrick Lambe left Selly Oak and moved to Singapore. The role of coordinator was taken up by Stan Nussbaum. [?meeting in Basle 1-5 July 1991] The next critical meeting of the group was in Basle in November 1991.

Basle saw a demonstration of the emerging technology of email as Norman Thomas and John Roxborogh corresponded via Compuserve between Switzerland and New Zealand during the course of the meeting. The exciting possibilities for economical sharing of information on a global scale this suggested added to the sense that the vision of the project might be realizable within the resources of IAMS and institutions like IIMO and CEDIM [name of Paris group] involved in mission documentation who were facing practical problems of classification of material and sharing information on their holdings. 

A number of issues were however starting to emerge. There was nervousness about the funding needed for consultations where the fact that they made progress and set new goals disguised the fact that the completion of a viable product was always just over the horizon requiring further investment of time and money. Alternative software kept appearing offering a superior database. The cultural and technical issues in seeking an agreed thesaurus of terms which was expected to work in different languages were intractable, although the case for requiring a thesaurus seemed indisputable. How else would researchers be able to check that they had accessed all possible sources relevant to their missiological questions? There was awareness that the unbounded nature of the discipline of mission studies created problems – but not yet a sense that this might require a different paradigm of how mission studies and IAMS should relate to the information and bibliographical task. 

There was practically no dimension of social religious or church life which was not a missiological indicator in some respect and missiologists and many theologians were inclined to claim for mission the role of core pervasive and validating dimension of authentic church life. The very fact that mission was not an add on to the life of the church meant that it was not possible to separate mission from the life of the church, or detach evidence of the mission from evidence of the total life of church in society in all its dimensions and an expanding range of disciplines which were creating their own models of society. 
The story of the DAB project has some salutary dimensions which these issues were to exacerbate. How was it that a desire to ensure that missiologically relevant information could be identified catalogued and the resultant bibliographies disseminated had shifted from being a cause which IAMS needed to champion to being one it wished to itself provide? 
There was a laudable sense of the importance of enabling global and not just Western researchers to locate material contributed to the situation, but there were traps. Somehow the issue had moved from being a concern for libraries documentation centers bibliographical services and archives which IAMS DAB needed to support in the role of valued stakeholder, to being one where we believed it was within our reach to take responsibility for the design of software, to obtain agreement internationally on a thesaurus, and be able with a system of volunteers, researchers and academics to coordinate the management and distribution of the data. One has to ask if this was likely to prove practical – or even necessary.
There is a sense of wonder and doom as the project gathered momentum and then stalled, and possibly a parable for other temptations of missiology and the church in general who with the best of motives shift from a concern for the will of God in the world to the belief that it is our duty, perhaps even destiny, to fulfill it. Yet even making sure it happened rather than doing it ourselves might have been more sustainable.  
Looking back it might seem that David Bosch’s Transforming Mission with its study of paradigms in mission history as the world stood at the cusp of a major paradigm shift again, might also indicate that the models of how information about mission was created, indexed and accessed might itself be about to change. The story of DAB can be seen as another example of a shift from modern to postmodern, from centralized to diffuse, from monocultural to multicultural, from control to letting go. The assumptions that there needed to be one system, one thesaurus, one database, could in hindsight be seen as assumptions of a cultural and intellectual era which was about to pass away. Missiology did have an edge in its awareness of the impact of an expanding global faith on the hegemony of the West, but it was not immune from the temptations of the old models.
However if we see the flaws in the execution, we must not lose sight of the seriousness of the concern and commitment which remains for us to respond to. Therein lies the legacy of this project and the real challenge to the future of DAB.
Meantime the vision remained. Richard Fairhead was employed to work in Birmingham as a computer programmer, and the fields being set in place for the information were brought into conformity with library MARC standards. This also facilitated a joint project between the American Society of Missiology and the International Association for Mission Studies for a printed annotated bibliography of books on mission published from 1960 to 1990. Norman Thomas, chair of DAB, led this interlocking project. 

As planning for the next IAMS conference, to be held in Hawaii in 1992, progressed, personal circumstances required Norman Thomas to pull back from his involvement. In the circumstances the IAMS executive approached John Roxborogh to take over the DAB convener role. 

As a result of his conversations with Stan Nussbaum who had relocated back to the United States in association with Global Mapping International, the possibility emerged that this group who were called to place information technology at the service of mission, might take over the database project, including the employment of Richard Fairhead who would also move to the States.

John Roxborogh came to the view that whatever its importance for the task of gathering and disseminating bibliographical data on mission, IAMS – DAB was not in the business of database development. During the Hawaii conference this part of the DAB project was handed to GMI. Stan Nussbaum would retain his place on the DAB committee, and have a role with GMI in the oversight and future of the database. 

From Hawaii to Buenos Aires

The decision to hand the project to GMI raised serious questions about its future and not surprisingly involved some grief. IAMS itself quite reasonably wanted to know what there was to show for their financial commitment and the commitment of their donors to this promising project. Norman Thomas continued with the ASM annotated bibliography project which was in due course published as an impressive and valuable work,
 but found it difficult to see why IAMS itself should pull out of the global project. 

John Roxborogh was able to visit a number of centers which had been significantly involved in mission documentation and in supporting DAB – Willi Henkel in Rome, Leny Lagerwerf in IIMO in Leiden, Edith Bernard and Joseph Levesque in Paris – all were involved in documentation and in cataloguing material. All had learnt from their participation in the DAB process including the attempt at a universal thesaurus, but none had been convinced that they should give up the systems that they had themselves developed for the unrealized promise of the IAMS-DAB project. 

At the same time, whatever the future held for the electronic storage and dissemination of information, it had to be asked how much it actually mattered that researchers might have to look at more than one system and that each system might be different. The fear of duplication once prominent now seemed unreasonable. 

By the time DAB met again at the IAMS conference in Buenos Aires in 1996, the role of DAB in helping ensure that the intentions and values behind the original project were maintained had become unclear. As the conference itself struggled to propose an alternative to liberal capitalist economic orthodoxy, yet identified values which needed to challenge whatever economic system may be current, so DAB itself found it difficult to see the way ahead, yet maintained the values of what archives and documentation were about for church and for mission. A revision of the statement of archives of 1980 prepared following Hawaii had been translated and published. Information was shared about an exciting new library to be built at Selly Oak.  There was news of the role of American Catholic archives in preserving the records of First Nations peoples. One of the most exciting visits of the group was to a documentation centre newly located on the emerging World Wide Web. Those operating it were passionate about its capacity for getting the story of people out there. SEDOS in Rome was able to see its documents on line for the first time outside Rome. Perhaps this time the gift of new technology really would help deliver what DAB was seeking? 

From Buenos Aires to Hammanskraal (SA)

At the subsequent executive meeting of IAMS held in Selly Oak Birmingham in January 1997 it was decided that IAMS should itself obtain a domain name and establish a web presence. John Roxborogh agreed to be responsible and somewhat falteringly http://www.iams.org.uk came into existence. 

The initial effort at being a gateway to useful missiological sites was not exactly polished, but gradually materials were complied and reports added. Although once again the technology started to have a life of its own, now the economics and flexibility of the web meant that it could continue to adapt to the changing needs of the organization and its membership. 

As the search capacity of the web as Google came into existence and the idea of portals lost value the bibliographical needs which had driven the DAB database project were now being met with the huge programming resources which large companies were now committing to the lure of advertising revenue on the www. For a time it seemed that the Bibliography part of DAB might no longer be a primary concern. The decision was made to hold a conference at Rome, remembering the seminal impact of the 1980 gathering, and this time making the focus archives, Rescuing the Memory of our People. 

Rome 2002 : Rescuing the Memory of Our People
This consultation had as its inspiration recollections of the previous meetings of DAB in Rome and the enormous value to participants of being exposed to the priceless archival resources of the Catholic Church and its Orders. If it might not be possible to repeat the Papal audience which had blessed the 1980 gathering, Rome was a superb and strategic site. As planning developed the intention of the Conference centered around a working document on archives management and using the experience – and inexperience – of the 40 plus participants from 25 countries to develop this as a global source. Papers at the conference were less about presenting material for publication than about enabling people to articulate the challenges and opportunities facing the rescue of the memory of our people, particularly poor – less likely to have a literary residue from their life of faith and struggle for justice which did justice to their needs and perspective. What was lost in publishable papers was more than made up for in the success of the working document, and in the development of those who attended. The choice of title had been the cause of extended discussion at the IAMS Executive meeting in New York which authorized the meeting, but its ongoing relevance and significance was not immediately appreciated. It was pointed out by William Burrows in his reflections at the end of the conference that the significance of memory for the Christian, mission, and archival task remained to be developed. It may be that in the recent writings of Miroslav Volf in his concern not just for remembering, but remembering “rightly” that there is a theoretical and theological foundation we need to explore.  
Port Dickson 2004 : Consolidation and the quest for a way forward
In the discussions at Port Dickson the major concern was to follow through on the Rome conference and arrange for the translation and distribution of the Archives Manual. In 2005 John Roxborogh felt the time was right to relinquish his role and it has been highly significant that Rev Dr Michael Poon based at Trinity College Singapore is now convener.
The Future

It is significant that so many of the presentations for this DABOH consultation involve the survey of Documentation. Without documentation there are no texts to archive or study for scholarly reflection on mission. Much documentation takes place electronically without a particular missiological interest, but not without missiological relevance. The records management not just of mission agencies, but of all those who are in any way concerned for the mission of the church is relevant to creating archives and documentation which will be the essential primary sources for the future.

Archives and oral history became a matter of primary concern linking the Rome meetings of DAB in 1980, 1988 and 2002. The production and translation of Martha Smalley and Rosemary Seatons Archives Manual is one of the major achievements of DAB, and the role of the OMSC and YDS in making its distribution possible is acknowledged.

The issues raised by the nature of IAMS as an association for the scholarly study of mission at the beginning of its history remain. Such study requires data. If there is greater awareness of the diversity and complexity of the sources that may be relevant, and the value of technology for data mining, however much the value of widely available computer programmes, the difficulty of determining adequate classification systems with any sort of universality remains. The Library of Congress Subject Headings and the classification systems developed for the International Review of Mission bibliography, remain the point of departure. 
The availability of bibliographical software such as EndNote and the ability to search library catalogues on the web never mind Amazon or Google Books may have taken the urgency away for researchers, but the philosophical issues of the categories which define relevance to the questions of mission cannot be addressed apart from differentiating the component elements in mission studies as it is actually practiced in any particular generation. The terms used in the titles of journals such as Mission Studies, Missionalia, IBMR, IRM, Spiritus, Swedish Missiological Themes etc are grounded in practice rather than theory, but they are hard evidence of the terms in which the discipline understands its issues of concern. The names of people as authors and in these articles take us to people whose lives and writings are relevant. But if these define the centre, the periphery of interest always lies beyond, and the vision of the research must always go beyond. It is a task physical as well as theological. 

There are two related areas to which the mission of IAMS-DABOH, I think might usefully bear in mind. We are concerned not only for resources that make the scholarly study of mission possible, we are concerned for serving the communities in which mission takes place and who are themselves the agents of mission. Memory and its records is not a neutral activity. At one level finding our way to the archives and making it possible for others to find their way to the archives challenges the risk that the definition of knowledge is primarily about power and dominance. The archives themselves are in a position to challenge that use of the information they contain. But of course they are not neutral, nor are they infallible, but they are authentic, and we have the privilege of helping ensure that they exist, and that they speak.
We may wish to consider going further in identifying the communities to which we relate in this. IAMS has become used to providing an ecumenical and safe environment for different churches to explore and express their understanding of mission without requiring that the differences so exposed need to be resolved. It is a model of developed and earned trust which has the potential to be extended to cooperation with people and institutions of other faiths in the areas of documentation, archives and bibliography and now oral history. 
This may be our next venture. Yet, our greatest need, now as at the beginning, is to know who we are and what are the indicators of the mission we serve. You could say “the signs of the Kingdom”.
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